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It is a pleasure to find an ultramontane clergyman in these days bearing
a tribute to the sincerity of the constitutional clergy, whose chief crime,
in an Englishman's eyes, seems to have been a whole-hearted acceptance
of a well-intentioned attempt to correct abuses, carried out so ill-advisedly
as to be the standing monument of the legislative folly of the constituent
assembly. L. G. WICKHAM LEGO.

La Politique Exterieure du Premier Consul. Par EDOUARD DRIACLT.

(Paris: Alcan, 1910.)
Austerlitz, la Fin du Saint-Empire. Par EDOUARD DRIAULT. (Paris:

Alcan, 1912.)

M. EDOUABD DRIAULT has now brought his work upon Napoleon and
Europe to the brink of the Jena campaign; and upon the present scale
of a volume for every three years of history, the book, when completed,
should extend to five volumes. One is tempted to ask whether it was
wise of M. Driault to embark upon an undertaking which in scope and
character so closely recalls M. Sorel's masterpiece, for it is no disparagement
to M. Driault, one of the most competent of living Napoleonic scholars,
to observe that his work, good and trustworthy as it is, falls far short
of L'Europe et la Revolution Frangaise as an effort of scientific and imagina-
tive reconstruction. M. Driault could doubtless answer that if his canvas
is less variously and richly tinted, it has certain qualities of its own,
notably a very close and first-hand study of diplomatic material, and
that it is founded upon a view of the relations of Napoleon and Europe
different from, and indeed opposed to, the doctrine held by M. Sorel. It is
sufficient to say that M. Driault dissents, and in our judgement wisely,
from the view that the wars of Napoleon were essentially defensive in
character. The strong point of M. Driault as an historian of these times
consists in his remarkable familiarity with the Paris archives, and in
particular with the rich collection of diplomatic correspondence which
may be read (in circumstances of extreme physical comfort) at the Quai
d'Orsay. He uses, as of course any student of the period must, the
imperial correspondence as the substructure of bis history, but there is not
a chapter in the two volumes before us which does not receive additional
illumination from the dispatches of Talleyrand or else from the reports of
the French agents at foreign courts. These reports vary of course in
value. Some of them are excellent, notably the letters of Alquier from
Naples and Bacher from Regensburg ; and in any case it will be useful to
have at hand so many accessible and well-chosen extracts from a literature
which, though frequently consulted before, has never, we think, been
exhibited so fully as in these two volumes from M. Driault's pen. It
would have demanded a good deal more time than M. Driault has allowed
himself over these volumes, to make even a partial search in the deposi-
tories of Germany, Italy, and England. M. Driault does not emulate the
catholicity of Dr. Alfred Stem. He confines himself to Paris. For England
he relies on Dr. Rose, for Prussia on Bailleu, for Italy on the published
papers of Melzi d'Eril and the like. The angle of observation is throughout
the French foreign office. .
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In other words, M. Driault's treatment is strictly political and diplomatic.
He provides neither maps, nor battle pieces, nor elaborate analysis of
character, the object being to represent just that part of Napoleon's action
upon Europe which can be enclosed in treaties and political correspondence,
and to leave the remainder for the drum-and-trunipet historian and the
philosopher of progress. These limitations given and accepted, we have
little but praise for M. Driault's sincere and unpretentious workmanship.
The account of the destruction of the holy Roman empire, for instance,
strikes us as specially clear and adequate ; so, too, the story of the diffi-
culties which surrounded the birth of the Third Coalition. It is also
satisfactory to note that M. Driault has not lost the power of criticizing
Napoleon. Indeed, a very good teat might be proposed to discriminate
those who are qualified from those who are not qualified to act as sound
guides to Napoleonic history. Do they or do they not believe that Napoleon
was sincere in his professions of peace ? If they follow M. Driault, who
describes the famous letter of 2 January 1803 to George III as a ' coup de
sonde diplomatique', they are treading in the right way. But we are
not certain about another proposition which we meet in this book casting
doubt upon the reality of Napoleon's intention to invade England on the
ground that he would have risked everything and could not, even had he
taken London, have made much use of his conquest, for when did Napoleon
listen to the counsels of prudence, and how, upon the assumption of a
feint, are we to explain the tenor of certain St. Helena conversations 1
And in connexion with ' the insupportable tyranny ' exercised by England
on the seas, it is perhaps worth remembering that France exercised an
even more rigorous tyranny till 1744, and only adopted the Prussian
doctrine that free ships make free goods in 1778 for the purpose of damaging
England in the American war. The whole subject is admirably summarised
inLecky'B History of England, v. 66-7. H. A. L. FISHER.

ALBERT CASSAONE, La Vie poltlique de Francois de Chateaubriand; Con-
sulat, Empire, Premiire Restauration. (Paris : Plon, 1911.)

THE work of M. Cassagne supplies fresh evidence of the recent growth
of interest in Chateaubriand, and, when completed, will form the most
important contribution to the interpretation of his life and thought since
Sainte-Beuve published his brilliant and malicious volumes half a century
ago. Though the title confines the scope of the book to his political
career, the preface discounts the effect of the limitation by declaring that
he was in essence a man of action and a poet by accident. The accident
has become in the eyes of posterity the essential, partly owing to his
incomparable style, partly to a conspiracy among hostile politicians to
disparage his aptitudes and achievemente. In reality he belongs to the
race of La Rochefoucauld and Retz. ' His character, tastes, ambitions,
heredity urged him towards action, not incidentally at certain periods,
but continuously from youth to old age.' Literature was an instrument,
a consolation, a pastime, not a career. Rene reflected the mood of a
moment, not the temperament of a lifetime. Unlike Lamartine and
Victor Hugo, the man of action in Chateaubriand explains the poet, and
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